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>From ???@??? Thu Apr 1 00:00:49 2004 +0000 

Message-Id: <200404010600.i3160UUL012936@sco.theporch. com> 
Date: Thu, 1 Apr 2004 00:00:15 CST 

From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 3631 


BOATANCHORS Digest 3631 
Topics covered in this issue include: 


1) Re: Looking over the Knight R-100 (again) 
by Mike Steussy - AE4R <ae4r@erols.com> 


Message-ID: <4068D2BB.1060504@erols.com> 

Date: Mon, 29 Mar 2004 20:51:55 -0500 

From: Mike Steussy - AE4R <ae4r@erols.com> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Looking over the Knight R-100 (again) 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=windows-1252; format=flowed 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit 


Ahoy, Eric and all0 Roger your low opinion of the R-100 and Knight kits 
generally. I have two of them here, neither of which I built. One is 
the T-60 transmitter, the other is the VFO. I use the VFO, paired with 
my Drake 2-NT. After tweaking it for the CW end of the 40 meter band, 
it has worked well, with a little drift to be sure, but after a long 
warmup, it is acceptable. It has a built-in power supply and a buffer 
stage, unlike the Heath VF-1 and Johnson 122 of the same era. Another 
benefit is purely aesthetic; the color of the front panel matches that 
of the 2-NT. Since Drake didnit ever (to my knowledge) sell a matching 
VFO, I commend to members the Knight as a competent substitute. 


73, Mike Steussy AE4R 


End o£ BOATANCHORS Digest 3631 
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